Appl'nNo* 10/069,184 

Amdt dated August 9, 2004 

Reply to Office action dated May 18, 2004 



REMARKS 

Claims 1 and 3-7 remain in the application. Claim 2 has been canceled. Claims 1, 3, 4 
and 6 have been amended and claims 1, 4 and 6 are in independent form. 

Claim 1 stands rejected under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over Usui et al. (USPN 
5,947,51 1) in view of Takeuchi et al. (USPN 6,136,249). 

However, the Examiner has indicated that claim 2-7 would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

First, Applicant has amended independent 1 to include all of the limitations of allowable 
claim 2. Claim 3 has been amended to properly depend from claim 1 . 

Second, allowable claim 4 depends from independent claim 1. Therefore, Applicant has 
amended and rewritten allowable claim 4 in independent form to include all of the limitations of 
base claim 1. Allowable claim 5 remains dependent on claim 4. 

Finally, allowable claim 6 also depends from independent claim 1. Therefore, Applicant 
has amended and rewritten allowable claim 6 in independent form to include all of the 
limitations of base claim 1. Allowable claim 7 remains dependent on claim 6. 
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Accordingly, it is believed that the application is in condition for more favorable 
consideration and Applicant respectfully requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in 
this case. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Robin W. Asherrfteg. No. 41,59u 
Clark Hill PLC 

500 Woodward Avenue, Suite 3500 
Detroit, MI 48226-3435 
(313) 965-8665 

Date: Xll k>j 

Attorney Docket No: 19349-089160 
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